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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

*otion nf ^USC 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
1 . The following is a quotation of 35 u.b.u. iuo W 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

orth in section 1 02 of this title, ^J^^SS^^M^ been obviOUS * the tme I n. 
ne prior art are such that the subject matte a ^ *hob wou ^ sajd matter pertains . 

2. Cairns 1 -3, 5, 7-22 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over US Patent 5,600,554 to Williams. 

3 R e g ardingC,aims1and18,Wi,amsdisc,osesabusinesscomputer 

network comprising: 

creating a database, (Fig. 13), said database storing employee speaflc 
information for a p,ura,,ty of employees, (Col. 5, lines 4-6and 45-47); and 
at ,east one server, (Fig. 1 and 2; Col. 5, lines 1 3-24), said at leas, on 
server communicating with said database over a network backbone, (F,g. 
1 • Col. 5, lines 13-26), said at least one server providing said employee 
specific information to a plurality of dents, (Col. 2, lines 46-55; Fig. 2; and 
Col. 5, lines 7-47). 

4 Williamsdoesnotspeci^callyenumeratetheinoorporationoftheweb/lnternet, 

however, Examiner notes mat the application of me Williams network to the mternet 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the artatthe time of invention by 

Appiican, as Williams teaches the use of any type of network, (Co,. 4, lines 62-64), and 
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tremens obviously oneformof network. Further, Examiner notes, that even 

^^^^^^^■^^'''^ 

information, (Abstract), on a LAN, (Col. 4, lines 63-66), the application of the same to a 
gl0 ba, Internet-based network comprise, of a plurality of relational databases, would 
h ave been an obvious means o, managing employee information outside a LAN, such 
as within an international company consisting o, numerous subsidiary holdings. 

Therefore, Claims 1 and 1 8 are unpatentable over complete consideration of the 

teachings of Williams. 

5 R egard,n g Ci ai ms2,19and20,Williamsdisc,osesanetworkwhereinsaid 

and ,or modify employee speCc information, (Col. 6, lines 45-67; Co,. 7; Col. , lines 1- 
,and CoM1,lines 23-63). Examiner notes thatwithin the context of Wil.iams, the 
te ™ "user obviously includes any employee with proper access rfghts. Therefore, 
Claims 2, 19and20are unpatentable over complete consideration of the teachings of 
Williams. 

6 Regarding Cairns 3, 21 and 22, Wi.liams discloses a network wherein sa,d 

personnel to view and/or modify employee specific information, (Col. 6, lines 45-67; Col. 
7 .CC 8 ,ines1-3;andCo,.11,lines 23-63, Examiner notes that within the context of 

Therefore, Claims 3,21 and22 are unpatentableover complete consideration of the 
teachings of Williams. 
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Regarding Claim 5, Williams discloses a network wherein said database 
comprises a relational database, (Col. 5, lies 3-5). Examiner notes that the use of a 
■plurality o, databases" is obvious as noted herein above relative to Claims 1 and 18. 
Therefore, ClaimSis unpatentable over complete consideration of the teachings of 
Williams. 

8 Regarding Cairns 7-17, Williams discloses a network wherein said employee 
specific intonation comprises a variety o, payroll and human resources data, (Fig. 7, 
12 .16- Col. 8, lines 55-67; Col. 9, lines 1-25; and Col. 11, lines 6-66). Examiner notes 
tha , any payrol, or hurrsn resources data not specif,cal,y enumerated within Williams 
would have been obvious to induce within the same. Therefore, Claims 7-17 are 
unpatentable over complete consideration of the teachings o, Williams. 
9 Regarding Claim 26, Williams discloses a network further comprising proving 
the ability for each emp,oyee to customize a personalized desktop on a client, (Co,. 4, 
lines 62-66). Examiner notes that a DOS OS inherently includes a DOS-shell (user 
interface), which is customizable. Therefore, Cairn 26 is unpatentable over complete 
consideration of the teachings of Williams. 

10 Cairns 4, 6, 23-25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Paten, 5,600,554 to Williams in view o, US Patent 5,870,562 to 
Butman. Williams is relied upon for those teachings disclosed herein above. 
H Regarding Claims 4, 23 and 24, as noted above, Willaims discloses a network 
wherein a plurality o, clients are enabled to view and/or modify employee specific, 
information. Williams further enumerates the tracking of employee benefits, (wh.ch 
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includes health care information), as a human resources activity, (Williams - Col .,2, lines 
15-20). Williams does not specify vendors as clients wherein assumedly, said vendors 
are not naturally privy to intranet information thereby requiring the use of an "extranet". 

12. Butman discloses the use of an extranet, wherein an intranet is connected to the 
Internet, (Butman - Col. 4, lines 50-51). As noted above, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention by Applicant to incorporate the use 
of the Internet into Williams, (though Butman also teaches an Internet-based system), 
which could obviously include an extranet means for purposes of authorized vendor 
interaction. As network interaction within Williams, as noted above, includes authorized 
view and modify functionalities, Claims 4, 23 and 24 are also found to be unpatentable 
over the combined teachings of Williams in view of Butman. 

1 3. Regarding Claims 6 and 25, as noted above, Williams discloses a network-based 
application wherein security means prevent unauthorized use. Further, as noted above, 
it would have been obvious to apply the teachings of Williams to an Internet network. 
That noted, Williams does not specifically teach the use a firewall as a security means. 
Butman teaches the use of a firewall as a security technique between an internal 
network and the Internet, (Butman - Col. 3, lines 36-64). As it would have been obvious 
to apply Williams to the Internet, creating an extranet, a security means such as a 
firewall would obviously be used to prevent unauthorized users from gaining access to 
the intranet. Thus, Claims 6 and 25 are found to be unpatentable over the combined 
teachings of Williams in view of Butman. 
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14 R e g ar tfl n g C,ai m2 7.asnote d a b ove, t wou W have b eeno b .ous t o l nco r po rat e 

teachings of Williams in view of Butman. 

Conclusion 

Any inpuiry concerning .his communication or earlier communications from the 
examiners^ be directed ,0Ar ri enneM. LezaKw.oseteiephonenum.er is (703)- 

305-0717. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-4:30. 

, attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful^ examiners 
supervisor, David A. Wiiey can be reached on (703,-308-5221 . The fax phone number 
reorganization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

.nation regarding the status o, an application may be obtained from the 
Pat ent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

information about the PAIR system, see h t,p://pair-direc..uspto,ov. Should 
you have cuestionson access to the Pdvate PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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